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DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of Clains 1-
13, 16-31, and 33-41. dains 14 and 15 were withdrawn as
directed to a nonel ected species and Cl aim 32 was cancel ed.

W affirmin part.

! Application for patent filed July 24, 1991.
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Appel lants” Claim1 is reproduced as foll ows:

1. A controller for a data printing system
conpri si ng:

an input for receiving jobs for printing via a
data transmssion line fromat |east one renotely
| ocated i nput unit, each said job conprising
correspondi ng data of one or nore pages to be
printed;

a nenory for storing said data,;

out put neans for transmtting said data to a
printer, with said jobs being transmtted
sequentially; and

anal ysis nmeans for storing the duration of
printing of each of said jobs, for calculating
respective printing conpletion tinmes for each of

said jobs, and for generating display data
representing said printing conpletion tines.

The Exami ner’s Answer lists the following prior art:

Filion et al (Filion) 5, 036, 361 Jul . 30, 1991

OPI NI ON

Clains 1-13, 16-31, and 33-41 stand rejected under 35

U S.C. §8 103 as unpatentable over Filion.
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Clainms 1, 2, and 5

Claims 1, 2, and 5 are directed to a controller for a
data printing system The clained controller includes an
i nput for receiving jobs for printing via a data transm ssion
line froma renotely |ocated input unit.

According to the examiner, print job data in Filion are
recei ved from external devices by input ports 312A and 312B.
Exam ner’s Answer at 4, right hand columm, |ines 12-19.
Appel | ants argue that input ports 312A and 312B are associ ated
with the controller and display that are part of Filion s copy
machine itself rather than being at a renote | ocation. Appea
Brief at 21, lines 1-5; Reply Brief at 16-24. W agree with
Appel | ant s.

Filions Figure 1 depicts a typical photocopy
reproduction machine. Figure 2 shows the control system and
menory for the typical machine of Figure 1. Colum 2, |ines
52-56. In Figure 2's control system a shared bus 302
i nterconnects a plurality of core printed wiring boards. One
of the printed wring boards is input station 304 which is

connected via a |local bus to input/output boards 312A and
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312B. I nput/output boards 312A and 312B are described as
“local” input/output devices. Colum 5, |ines 10-18. | nput
station 304 appears to be related to keypad 230 shown in
Fi gure 3.
The exam ner (Exam ner’s Answer at 4, right hand col um,
lines 16-19) relies on the follow ng passage fromFilion's
Background of the Invention section to denonstrate that
external devices are in different or renote |ocations:
It would be desirable for an operator, especially
one tending to a plurality of machines, to be able
to easily observe the percentage conpletion or tine
required for conpletion of a job for any one of the
machi nes regardl ess of the |ocation of the operator
in the reproduction center, and be able to restart
the machi ne as soon as possible to begin another job
run.

Colum 1, line 64 through colum 2, line 2. Thus, Filion is

concerned with the need for an operator to observe the display

of each photocopy nachine in a reproduction center. As shown

in Figure 5, Filion addresses that need by providing a

prom nent bar graph on each machi ne’s individual display that

I's observable froma |long distance. Colum 2, |ines 30-49;

colum 6, lines 57-59; and colum 7, |lines 66-68.
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We cannot agree with the exam ner that the | oca
I nput/out put boards in Filion s controller for a typica
phot ocopy machi ne receive data fromrenote or externa
devices. Thus, we do not sustain the rejection of Clains 1,

2, and 5.
Cains 3, 4, 16, 17, 19, 28, 29, 30, and 31

Cains 3, 4, 16, 17, 19, 28, 29, 30, and 31 recite a
printer controller including a nenory for storing data to be
printed. The exam ner relies on Filion's discussion at |ines
7-10 of colum 9. Examiner’s Answer at 4, right hand col um,
lines 19-21. That discussion concerns storing job
requi renents and not data to be printed.

Because the exam ner has not pointed to any suggestion
for a printer controller with a nmenory for storing data to be
printed, we will not sustain the rejection of Cainms 3, 4, 16,
17, 19, 28, 29, 30, and 31.

Cains 6-8, 21, and 33-35

Clains 6-8, 21, and 33-35 recite an apparatus or nethod

in which printing conpletion tines for a plurality of jobs are

si mul t aneousl y di spl ayed.
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The exam ner relies on Filion's Claim?7 and Figure 5.
Exam ner’s Answer at 6, right hand columm, lines 6-12. As we
understand that disclosure, Filion displays printing
conpletion tinmes for a plurality of jobs sequentially rather
t han si nmul t aneously.

Because the exam ner has not pointed to any suggestion
for sinultaneously displaying conpletion tinmes for a plurality
of print jobs, we will not sustain the rejection of Clains 6-
8, 21, and 33-35.

Claims 9, 20, 22, and 23

Cainms 9, 20, 22, and 23 recite a printer controller
i ncluding an input for receiving jobs froman input unit,? a
menory for storing data of one or nore pages to be printed,
out put neans, and anal ysis neans, wherein the input unit
i ncl udes neans for calculating a duration of printing of each
of the jobs and for transmtting the durations to the

controller via a transnm ssion |ine.

2 As witten, Claim9 at line 5 mstakenly refers to a
“printing unit.” Taking that literally, the recitation of
“said input unit” at line 15 of the clai mwould have no
ant ecedent basis. W assune that, consistent with Appellants’
argument s about input units, “printing unit” is intended to be
“input unit.”



Appeal No. 95-3351
Application No. 07/735, 356

The exam ner states that Filion discloses the invention
substantially as clainmed. Examner’s Answer at 3. 1In
connection with exenplary Claim1l, the exam ner says that
Filion's print job data are received in inputs 312A and 312B
and stored in nenory. Examiner’s Answer at 4. As applied to
Clainms 9, 20, 22, and 23, we agree wth the exam ner’s
reasoni ng.

Claims 9, 20, 22, and 23, in contrast to Clainms 1, 2, and
5, do not require the input unit to be in a renote |ocation.
Thus, the recited input unit is satisfied by Filion's |oca
i nput unit that includes keypad 230 shown in Figure 3.

SSmlarly, Cainms 9, 20, 22, and 23, in contrast to
Clainms 3, 4, 16, 17, 19, 28, 29, 30, and 31, do not recite
storing data to be printed, but include storing job contro
data regarding the pages to be printed. Thus, the recited
menory is satisfied by Filion’s nmenory storing job contro
information. Colum 4, |ines 51-53.

We note Appellants’ argunent based on the sixth paragraph
of 35 U S.C. § 112. However, the input, the input unit, and

the nenory are not recited in neans plus function format.
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As to the remaining elenments of Clainms 9, 20, 22, and 23,
the only distinction pressed by Appellants is that the output
neans, anal ysis neans, and neans for calculating in Filion
relate to a photocopier rather than a printing system as
claimed. Even if the clains as interpreted under the sixth
paragraph of 35 U S.C. 8 112 did not literally cover a
phot ocopier in an anticipation sense, we find that it would
have been obvious to apply Filion’s teachings to a printing
system as disclosed. Filion expressly invites this
application. Colum 1, lines 7-11; colum 3, lines 7-12.

Thus, we sustain the rejection of Cains 9, 20, 22, and
23.

Cains 10-13, 16-19, 24-29, and 36-41

The remaining clainms, Cainms 10-13, 16-19, 24-29, and 36-
41, recite an apparatus or nethod that makes cal cul ati ons
based on print job priority, stored material anount, or
receiving bin capacity. The exam ner states that these
features, though not taught by Filion, are well known in the
art. Examner’s Answer at page 3, line 16, through page 4,

line 3. Appellants dispute that such features are well known.
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Absent support for the exam ner’s disputed finding, we wl]l
not assunme that the recited cal cul ati ons were well known.
Thus, we do not sustain the rejection of Cains 10-13,
16-19, 24-29, and 36-41.
CONCLUSI ON
We sustain the rejection of Clains 9, 20, 22, and 23. W
do not sustain the rejection of Cdains 1-8, 10-13, 16-19, 21,

24-31, and 33-41.
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No tinme period for taking any subsequent action in

connection with this appeal

§ 1.136(a).

AFFI RVED | N PART

JERRY SM TH
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

M CHAEL R. FLEM NG
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

JAMES T. CARM CHAEL
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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